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Again, there are whole classes of virtues and vices
with which the criminal law is not concerned. In-
gratitude, to take the common example, is a grave
vice, but one which it would be absurd to punish
legally. Not only would such an attempt involve
impossible inquiries, but the attempt would be self-
defeating. If the duty of gratitude to a benefactor
were turned into a legal obligation, gratitude proper
would cease to exist. To confer a benefit would be
the same thing as to acquire a right to repayment.
A man who allows his best friend to starve, or to go
to the workhouse, may be, morally, far worse than a
thief] but you could not punish him legally, without
adopting a principle which, even if practicable, would,
so far as it operated, be destructive of all dis-
interested friendship. The law, again, can deal only
with criminals who are found out. What propor-
tion they may bear to the whole class of moral
offenders is not discoverable; but it is, at least, safe
to say that, for every man whom you convict of a
crime, you must leave unpunished, because un-
detected, another sinner who is equally deserving
of punishment. And, finally, it is apparently im-
possible to say, upon any intelligible grounds, what
should be the proportion between crime and punish-
ment. How many years' imprisonment does a man
deserve for putting out his neighbour's eye ? I do not